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THE  GRIT  TRADE  POLICY. 


Now  that  the  electors  are  being  asked 
to  vote  in  favor  of  Mr.  Laurier  and  his 
party,  it  is  of  the  utmost  importance  that 
tareful  enquiry  be  made  as  to  the  pohcy  to 
which,  if  he  were  placed  in  power,  be 
would  give  effect. 

No  part  of  the  policy  of  any  party  is 
more  important  than  that  which  refers  to 
the  Trade  and  Commerce  and  business 
interests  ot  the  people.  In  the  last  analysis 
the  progress  and  prosperity  of  the  country 
def>ends  upon  the  course  taken  in  respect 
to  these  immense  interests. 

What  then  is  Mr.  Laurier's  trade  policy, 
and  is  it  the  better  one  for  Canada  ? 

This  question  may  be  answered  by  a 
glance  at  the  past  history  of  the  Grit  party. 
We  will  find  that  they  have  had  many 
Trade  policies.     Let  us  number  them. 

(I)  A  Revenue  Tariff  Policy. 

From  1873-4  to  1878-9  they  carried  out 
a  Revenue  Tariff  Policy.  Towards  the  close 
of  their  term  of  power  the  depressfon  and 
distress  which  became  general  and  marked 
forced  into  prommence  the  question  as  to 
whether  or  not  the  fanners  and  manufac- 
turers of  Canada  should  not  be  given  some 
adequate  protection  against  the  keen  com- 
petition and  slaughter  prices  of  the  United 
States. 

Men  like  Mr.  Laurier,  Mr.  Charlton, 
Mr.  Patterson,  Mr.  Workman  and  otners 
in  the  party  declared  in  favor  of  protection, 
and  pleaded  for  it. 

As  proof  of  this  assertion,  let  us  read 
what  was  said  by  leadicig  Liberals  during 
that  period  : 

Mr.  Laurier,   in    1871, 
is    humiliating    to    have 
after    the    existence    of 
years,    this     country     is 
supply      its      own      wants.  Although 

Nature  has  been  marvellously  prodigal  in 
her  gifts  and  has  done  so  much  to  make 
this  a  manufacturing  country,  we  are  yet 
dependent  on  foreign  countries.  It  is  our 
duty  to  foster  our  national  industries."  And 
in  1876  :  "It  is  asserted  by  many,  and  as- 
sumed by  others,  that  Free  Trade  is  a 
Liberal  principle  and  Protection  a  Conserv- 
ative principle.  If  I  were  in  Great  Britain 
I  would  be  a  Free  Trader.but  I  am  a  Cana- 
dian born  and  a  resident  here,  and  I  think 
that  we  require  protection.  We  have  with- 
in ourselves  the  ability  to  create  an  indus- 
try. If  it  is  shown  that  we  canno*' 
maiataiB  it,  unless  by  l^islation  either  in 
the  way  of  premium  »x  prohibitory  tariff. 


declared  :  "  It 
to  admit  that 
three  hundred 
not     able      to 


then  I  should  be  ready  to  take  that  into 
consideration." 

Mr.  Blake,  M.  P.,  in  1875,  said  :— "  We 
should,  as  far  a?  we  legitimately  can,  dis- 
tribute the  taxes  so  as  to  give  a  benefit 
to  our  home  industry.  If  not  absolutely 
essential  to  the  greatness  of  a  people, 
variety  of  industry  is  certainly  a  great  help 
to  its  growth." 

Mr.  Charlton,  M.P,,  in  1876,  said  :— "  I 
believe  the  agricultursil  interests  would  be 
benefitted  by  protection.  I  would  make  a 
market  by  bringing  the  manufacturer  to 
the  door  of  the  farmer.  The  home  market 
is  of  greatest  value." 

Mr.  Jones,  M.P.,  in  1876,  said  : — "There 
must  be  a  readjustment  of  the  duties  on  sugar 
so  as  to  encourage  our  refineries.  At  present 
they  aro  closed  and  some  thousands  of 
people  are  thrown  out  of  employment.  The 
duties  on  raw  material  are  too  high  and  on 
th?  refined  article  too  low." 

Mr.  Joly,  M.P.,  in  1877,  declared:— "The 
admission  of  grain  free  of  duty  is  against  the 
interests  Of  the  farmers  of  Canada.  I  am 
decidedly  in  favor  of  protection  of  the 
home  markets  of  this  country." 

Mr.  Patterson,  M.  P.,  in  1876,  "  held 
that  the  Administration  should  piotect  our 
agricultural  interests.  Such  a  duty  would 
not  bear  in  any  way  upon  the  consumers 
and  would  be  of  great  advantage  to  the 
interests  concerned.  The  small  duty  upon 
grain  would  benefit  the  farmers  of  this 
country.  It  is  weii  known  that  we  pay  a 
bonus  to  the  inhabitants  of  other  countries 
to  come  into  Canada  and  settle  in  our 
midst.  I  believe  by  a  defensive  tariff  that 
you  would  not  have  .to  pay  to  bring  those 
men  here.  Adopt  it,  and  you  will  find 
that  the  steam  whistles  of  our  factories  will 
be  the  call  for  them  to  come.  The  other 
year,  the  Finance  Minister,  in  revising  our 
tariff,  gave  some  encouragement  to  one 
industry  which  it  never  had  before.  The 
result  was  that  one  thousand  men  who 
were  engaged  m  that  industry  in  Germany 
were  literally  transported,  by  the  change  in 
the  tariff,  to  Canada  and  set  to  work  here. 
The  cost  of  the  article  was  not  increased 
one  iota  and  Canada  got  all  the  benefit.'' 

Mr,  Blain,  M.  P.,  in  1876,  said  :— "I  feel 
that  I  should  like  the  Finance  Minister  (Sir 
Richard  Cartwrigbt)  to  come  down  with  a 
tariff  policy  that  would  enable  us  to  protect 
cur  home  industries  and  that  would  enable 
us  to  bring  our  producers  and  consumers 
together." 

Mr.  Young,  M.  P.,  in  1876— "If  we  aro 
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tolMve  Che  tfttiff  altered,  and  if  my  hoow* 
able  friend  can  ftame  the  measure  that 
some  relief  can  be  given  to  the  manufac- 
turers from  the  unfair  competition  of  the 
United  States,  the  Finance  Minister  would 
earn  the  approval  of  the  tiouse  and  of  the 
country." 

Mr.  Workman,  M.P.,  in  1876— "We  feel 
the  unjustness  of  admitting  provisions  into 
our  country  from  the  United  States  free, 
while  a  duty  of  20  per  cent,  is  placed  on 
flour  and  grain  sent  to  the  United  States.  I 
am  sure  that  the  Government  of  the  day 
will  not  ignore,  and  I  do  not  think  they  can 
ignore,  the  cry  for  protection  that  has  gone 
.  forth  through  this  country,>eommencing  at 
Quebec  and  coming  to  Montreal,  Toronto, 
London,  Hamilton,and  all  through  Canada. 
Every  candidate  who  will  dare  to  announce 
himself  as  opposed  to  protection  will  be 
elected  to  stay  at  home." 

Mr.  Devlin,  M.  P.,  in  1876— "I  feel  it 
my  duty  to  say  that  I  am  in  complete  har- 
mony with  a  policy  of  protection  for  our 
manufacturing  industries.  I  am  perfectly 
willing  to  assist  in  the  passage  of  any  law 
that  will  reverse  the  policy  of  the  present 
Government,  though  it  gives  me  great  re- 
gret. When  the  United  States  people 
close  their  market  we  should  retaliate  by 
closing  our  markets  against  them." 

But  Mr.  Mackenzie  and  Sir  Richard 
Cartwright  were  obstinately  opposed  to 
meeting  this  view,  they  proved  superior  in 
following,  they  dragooned  the  Protection- 
ist Liberals  into  order,  and  kept  their 
party  on  the  old  lines. 

On  these  lines  they  went  to  the  country 
in  1878,  and  were  completely  defeated. 
Their  Policy  of  Revenue  Tariff  was  dis- 
carded and  the  policy  of  a  reasonable  pro- 
tection affirmed.  ' 

a  Grits  went  into  opposition.  They 
changed  their  leader,  and  under  Mr. 
Blake,  they  criticised  and  fought  the 
National  Policy  from  187S  to  18S2  and  in 
the  latter  year  appealed  to  the  people  still 
on  the  Revenue  Tariff  Policy  as  opposed 
to  protection.  They  were  again  defeated, 
,  '  and  the  National  Policy  was  again  affirmed. 

■  (2)  A  Policy  of  Modified  Protection. 

From  1882  to  1887  they  fought  the 
'National  Policy  and  stood  on  the 
-;  old    platform,  until    just    on    the  eve   of 

the  elections  Mr.  Blake  made 

Malvern  Speech  in  which   he 

canted  the  errors  of  his  party, 

favor    of    a   .<;lightly 

Tariff,  affirmed  that 


the   iamous 
virtually   re- 
declared    in 
modified    Protective 
Free  Trade  was  im- 


pofsible,  and  bound  his   party    in    jijencral 
and  Sir  Richard  Cartwright  in  particular  to 


«n  a((rMinent  in  fiiror  of  continuing 
adequate  protection  to  the  industries  01 
Canada  if  be  should  be  returned  to  power. 
That  there  may  be  no  doubt  on  this  point 
let  us  read  what  he  said  at  Malvern,  Jan. 
32nd,  1887  : — 

"I  invite  the  most  ardent  free-trader  in 
public  life  to  present  a  plausible  solution 
of  this  problem;  and  I  contend  that  he  is 
bound  to  d  1  so  before  he  talks  of  free 
trade  as  practicable  in  Canada.  I  have  not 
believed  it  soluble  in  my  day;  and  any 
chance  of  its  solubility,  it  chance  there 
were,  has  been  destroyed  by  the  vast  in- 
crease of  our  yearly  charge  and  by  the 
other  conditions  which  have  been  created. 
The  thing  is  removed  from  the  domain  ot 
practical  politics." 

Having  laid  down  the  principle  that 
"Free  Trade  is  removed  from  the  domain 
of  practical  politics,"  he  proceeded  to  in- 
form the  manufacturers  that  they  had 
nothing  to  fear  from  any  radical  change 
in  pohcy,  and  to  pledge  his  party  on  these 
lines.     He  declared  : 

"What  I  haVe  said,  and  am  about  to  say, 
on  all  questior.s  of  principle,  you  may  then 
take  as  authorative,  to  whatever  extent  a 
leader  has  auth(jrity,  and  so  far  from  there 
being  divergence,  I  can  assure  you  that 
there  is,  in  my  belief,  a  general  concurrence 
of  sentiment  between  us,  including  Sir 
Richard  Cartwright,  whom  I  name  only 
because  our  adversaries  delight  to  reuresent 
him  as  holding  other  views."        'r,  i 

The  people  of  Canada,  however,  dis- 
trusted the  long  declared  opponents  of  pro- 
tection, pat  no  faith  in  this  sudden  con- 
version on  the  eve  of  the  election,  and 
preferred  to  place  in  power  the  old  friends 
and  supporters  of  the  National  Policy. 

The  Grit  party  was  utterly  routed  at  the 
polls  in  1887,  and  the  Liberal  Conserva- 
tives returned  for  .1  third  term.  Then 
commenced  the  years  ot  policy  panic. 

Hut  a  fev,'  months  had  passed  after  the 
elections  of  1887  and  the  declaration  of 
the  leader  <•(  the  party,  Mr.  Edward  Blake, 
above  quoted,  before  Sir  Richard  Cart- 
wii.'ht  took  occasion  to  repudiate  him  and 
his  trade  policy.  Mr.  Blake  retired  from 
the  leadership  and  was  replaced  by  Mr. 
Laurier,  under  whose  weak  guidance  began 
and  has  continued  those  fitful  and  foolish 
changes  which  have  brought  the  Grit  party 
into  its  present  sad  plight  as  regards  Trade 
Policy. 

About  this  time  Mr.  Erastus  Wiman  ap- 
pealed upon  the  scene  fiesh  from  New 
York  and  began  that  strange  tulelage  and 
quasi  leadership  of  the  Liberal  party  to« 
wards    commeicial    union   and     ultimata 


\ 

: 


political  anion  witYi  the  United  States. 
The  Toronto  Globe  and  the  hjaders  of  the 
Grit  parly  eagerly  took  up  his  views,  and  a 
campaign  was  entered  upon  at  once  for  the 
adoption  of  the  third  trade  policy  of  the 
Liberal  ]>arty,  \\i  : — 

(3)  Commercial  Union  with  the 
United  ^States- 

In  March  1888,  Sir  Richard  Cartwright 
introduced  the  following  resolution  in  the 
House  of  Commons  : 

"That  it  is  expedient  that  all  articles 
manufactured  in,  or  the  natural  products  of 
either  of  the  said  countries  should  be  admit- 
ted free  of  duly  into  the  ports  of  the  other 
(articles  subject  to  duties  of  excise  or  inter- 
nal revenue  alone  excepted)." 

How  this  wa5  regarded  in  the  country  by 
the  rank  and  file  of  the  Grit  party  may  be 
•een  by  the  following  extract  from  the 
Halifax  Morning  Chronicle  :  '';  ''t 

"The  despatch  from  Ottawa  giving  an  ac- 
count of  the  determination  of  the  first 
Liberal  caucus  at  Ottawa  is  the  most  im- 
portant piece  of  political  intelligence  which 
has  reached  this  country  for  some  time.  It 
is  the  most  important  movement  made 
upon  the  political  chess  board  since  Con- 
federation, and  is  likely  to  revolutionize 
political  controversy  in  this  coimtry.  This 
IS  the  first  time  that  Commercial  Union  has 
been  adopted  by  either  of  the  great  politi- 
cal parties.  Henceforward  it  becomes  the 
burning  question  of  the  day." 

That  Commercial  Union  was  adojjted  by 
the  party  and  what  it  meant  are  easily  seen 
from  statements  made  by  its  advocates  : 

Mr.  Laurier  said  :  "The  policy  which  we 
advocate,  which  we  still  continue  to  advo- 
cate, is  the  removal  of  all  commercial  bar- 
riers between  this  country  and  the  great 
kindred  nation  to  the  south.  The  T  aberal 
party,  as  long  as  I  have  anything  to  do  with 
it,  will  remain  true  to  the  cause  until  the 
cause  is  successful.  I  do  not  expect  to  win 
in  a  day,  but  I  am  prepared  to  remain  in 
the  cool  shades  of  opposition  until  this 
cause  has  triumphed-" 

Sir  Richard  Cartwiight  declared — "  I  say 
that  the  greatest  seivice  we  can  render  to 
the  British  Empire  is  to  form  an  alliance 
with  the  people  of  the  United  States." 

Mr.  Wiraan  defined  Commtrcial  Union 
in  this  way:— "That  as  against  all 
the  rest  of  the  world  the  tame  rates  of 
duty  should  be  collected  by  Canada  as  are 
now  levied  by  the  United  Stales,  while  be- 
tween th©se  two  countries  of  North  Ameri- 
ca the  customs  line  should  be  coirpietely 
obliterated,  in  otker  words,  the  proiMcition 
ia  that  around  the  whole  continent  of  Netth 


America  one  customs  line  should  exfst  and 
have  precisely  a  uniform  height." 

Mr.  Charlton  said :  "  The  application 
of  the  principle  between  Canada  and  the 
United  States  would  require  that  the  two 
countrios  should  have  the  same  excise  rates 
and  the  same  tariff  upon  imports  from  all 
other  countries  ;  that  the  revenue  thus  col- 
lected in  both  countries  should  be  divided 
upon  conditions  hereafter  to  be  arranged  ; 
that  the  customs  line  between  the  two 
countries  from  ocean  to  ocean  should  be 
removed,  and  that  trade  between  Canada 
and  the  States  should  be  in  every  respect 
as  free  and  untrammelled  as  trade  between 
the  different  States  of  the  American  Union 
was  at  the  present  moment."  ; ' / . 

Mr.  Davies,  M.P,  5.aid  :  "  Under  Com- 
mercial Union  trade  would  flow  freely  be- 
tween this  country  and  the  United  States, 
as  it  now  flows  between  the  several  States ; 
while,  as  against  the  rest  of  the  world 
there  would  be  a  uniform  tariff  to  be  mu- 
tually agreed  upon  by  the  two  countries 
comprised  in  the  union." 

This  policy  then  was  one  which  would 
have  removed  all  duties  on  imports  between 
the  United  States  and  Canada,  done  away 
with  the  line  of  Customs  Houses  between 
the  two  countries,  and  erected  a  tariff  for 
the  United  States  and  Canada  against  the 
rett  of  the  world  either  uniform  in  both 
countries  or  different  in  each.  If  uniform 
in  both,  the  United  States  would  virtually 
have  made  the  Canadian  tariff,  and  we 
should  have  been  deprived  of  our  com- 
mercial autonomy  ;  if  a  different  tariff  in 
eagh  country  and  no  customs  line  along 
the  border  there  would  have  been  oppor- 
tunity for  the  unlimited  introduction  of 
foreign  poods  into  each  country  through 
the  oiher,  and  the  plan  would  have  been 
utterly  unworkable.  In  either  case  it 
would  have  deprived  Canada  of  more  than 
one  half  of  her  Customs  Revenue  and 
rendered  a  resort  to  direct  taxation  absolu- 
tely necessary.  It  would  also  have  meant 
the  complete  commercial  conquest  of 
Canada  by  the  United  States.  Every 
prominent  politician  in  the  United  States 
looked  upon  this  scheme  and  advocated  it 
as  the  first  step  to  the  political  absorption 
of  Canada  into  the  United  States. 

Yet  the  Liberal  leaders  eagerly  took  it 
up — advocated  it,  and  only  abandoned  it 
wtien  the  repeated  protests  of  the  Canad- 
ian people  warned  them  of  its  unpopularity. 

Along  with  and  following  directly  upon 
the  Grit  advocacy  of  Commercial  Union 
with  the  United  States  another  policy  was 
propounded  by  th«  leader,  Mr,   Laiuieri 
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(4)  Continental  Free  Trade. 

Here  is  Mr.  Laurier's  declaration  on  this 
point  made  in  1 889  : — 

"  The  Liberal  party  will  never  cease  the 

SRitation  until  Ihey  have  finally  triumphed 

and     obtained     continental     freedom    of 

trade.     We  will  not  be  drawn  away  by  this 

issue   or   that  issue,  and  keeping  our  eyes 

upon  the  goal,  will  work  till  we  accomplish 

our  end.     If   the  reformers  of  these  days 

can   accomplish    what  they  have  in  view— 

the  great  principle  of  free  trade  in  America 

— they  will  have  done  to  their  country  and 

/,     to  the  British  race  a  service  of  which  they 

,  -L         will  have  reason  to  be  proud." 

•-;.;,,;        Sir  Richard  Cartwright.' at   Oakville,  de- 

V';!\  clared — I  desire  to  see  Free  Trade  all  over 

•  >  .i;     ■  *_ ;   this  continent. 

^.JVi      "         Mr.  Charlton,  M.  P.,  declared  in  an  ad- 
dress to  the  Young  Men's   Liberal  Club  in 
•,.'.•■     J  Toronto: — "We    want    unrestricted    and 
''*;:V '.'       free  access  to  the  whole  of  North  America 
.' v; '.      with  our  produce  and  a  great  increase  of 
wealth   would  follow;  we  wanted   to  pull 
'.  *     down  all  customs  barriers,  to  enjoy  absolute 
:'    i;  ,•        j-jgg  Trade,  to  establish  a  mighty  theatre  of 
commerce  extending  over  a  vast  continent 
'  ;>  ■  ■•       — from   the  Gulf  of  Mexico  to  the  Arctic 
"/     ;   ,    Ocean." 

.  This  was  a  wider  flight,  was  purely  the 

:  j ;  idle  vapouring  of  a    theorist   and   gained 

,•' ,     /       little  headway  in  either  the  party  or  the  coun- 
try.    It  was,  therefore,  soon  thrown  aside. 
■  The  next  definitely  adopted  policy  of  the 

.     Grit  party  was  : 

-  (5)  Unrestricted  Reciprocity  with  the 

United  States. 

This  policy  was  initiated   in   1889,  when 
in  the  House  of  Commons,  on  March  5th, 
Sir  Richard  Cartwright  moved   the    follow- 
•;  ing  resolution  • 

"That  in  the  present  condition  of  affairs, 
,  "'    and  in  view   of  the   recent   action    of  the 

House  of  Representatives   of  the    United 
States,  it  is  expedient  that  steps  should   be 
I-  :  taken  to  ascertain  on  what  terms   and  con- 

'J  ■  ditions  arrangements  can  be   effected   with 

'■■;.,  the  United  States  for  the  purpose  t)f  sccur- 

i'-'^'.:;^},  ■     ing  full    and    unrestricted    reciprocity  of 
j^      '(':■';•  trade  therewith." 

'{  This  was  the  policy  which  dominated  the 

.  ■  i  party  from  1889,  and  became  the  plank  on 
'^f^:<    which  was  fought  the  elections  of  1891,  and 
the  bye-elections  thereafter. 

Here  are  some  of  the  many  declarations 
of  the  leaders  of  the  party  on  this  head  : 

Mr.  Laurier  in  1891,  said — "When  the 
Liberal  party  comes  into  power  it  will 
•end  commissioners  to  Washington  to  pro- 
pose a  mutual  agreement  by  which  there 
will  be  bte  trad«  along  the  whole   line, 


doing  aw«y  with  restrfrttons  and  remortng 
the  Castoni  Houses  that  go  so  far  to  cause 
friction  between  the  two  countries." 

In  the  House  of  Commons  Mr.  Daviet 
said — "Sir,  we  tender  the  people  a  flag 
of  which  we  are  not  ashamed,  a  flag 
upon  which  is  inscribed  'unrestricted  trade 
with  the  United  States.'  " 

Sir  Richard  Cartwrijj  at  Chatham,  1891 
— "But  what  is  of  even  noore  immediate 
conie(|uence,  we  propose  to  ohtaia 
for  you  the  power  to  trade  freely 
with  the  rest  of  this  rontinent  ;  to  have 
leave  to  make  the  btst  use  you  can 
of  your  great  natural  advantages  which  can 
only  be  done  by  full,  free,  and  unrestricted 
reciprocity  with  our  kmsmen  in  the  United 
States." 

And  again  he  said  at  CbathMn, 
1891 — "But  let  us  always  be«r  in 
mind  that  the  geographical  position 
of  the  bulk  of  Canada  is  such  that 
at  the  very  best,  all  and  every  other  foreign 
market  is  but  a  makeshift,  and  can  in  no 
way  ever  really  replace  for  you  tkc  mailcet 
of  the  United  States." 

At  Oakwood,  Giebe,^ov.  6,1891,  he  said — 
"The  fact  is  plain  and  cle.ir  and  simple,  the 
best  market  for  the  articles  you  produce, 
not  by  the  decree  of  man,  but  by  the  de- 
cree of  the  Almighty,  lies  in  the 
country  which  extends  to  the  south 
of  you,  separated  generally  by  a  mere 
imaginary  line  along  the  3,000  miles 
of  our  southern  frontier,  reaching  from  that 
line  almost  to  the  equator.  There  is  your 
market,  there  is  the  one  market  you  can 
hope  to  hold,  there  is  the  market  you  have 
the  natural  advantages  to  enable  70a  t* 
compete  for." 

"I  deliberately  tell  you  that  the  market 
of  the  United  States  is  absolutely  and  ex- 
actly  worth  all  the  rest  of  the  world  to  ui, 
situated  as  we  now  are. ' 

Sir  Richard  Cartwright  at  Oakville,  in 
1888,  said — "It  will  enrich  you  (not  only)  by 
giving  you  better  prices  for  your  horses  and 
your  barley." 

And  at  Meaford,  in  1890 — "I  am 
speaking  within  the  mark  when  I  tell  you 
that,  were  the  barriers  removed,  you  niight 
look  to  seeing  our  trade  with  our  neighbors 
amounting  to  three  or  four  hundreds  ol 
millions  in  place  of  the  eighty  Dvilliona 
which  we  now  altogether  export  and  import" 

This  policy  was  defeated  in  1891  and 
repudiated  most  effectually  in  the  bye- 
elections  immediately  succeeding. 

It  would  have  involved  : 

I.  The  free  introduction  of  the  products 
of  United  States  farms,  forests,  hsheries, 
mines  and  manufactories  iota  Canada  m 


. 


1 


direct  and  ruinous  coippetition  with  our 
own  product!. 

2.  The  adoption  of  a  high  uniform  tariff 
for  the  United  States  and  Canada  as 
■gaiast  the  rest  of  the  world.  This  would 
have  involved  a  direct  discrimination  against 
the  products  of  Great  Britain. 

3.  The  loss  of  fully  three  quarters  of  our 
customs  duty  on  imports  which  would 
have  left  us  with  a  deficiency  of  about 
$16,000,000,  to  be  made  up  by  direct 
taxation. 

4.  It  would  have  inevitably  led  to 
the  severance  of  Canada  from  the  mother 
country,  and  made  her  at  first  dependent 
upon  and  then  a  part  of  the  United  Slates. 
If  any  douh  -.xists  as  to  the  fact  that  this 
plan  of  u  itricted  reciprocity  involved 
discriminai  against  Great  Britain,  let  it 
be  set  at  re  uy  the  following  declaritions 
of  the  leadt'.s  ; — 

Mr.  Laurior,  not  Sir  Richard,  before  the 
elections  in  1891,  always  denied  discrimin- 
atioai;  each  country  was  to  have  its  own 
tariff.  He  said  :  "We  never  once  wished 
to  diserirainate  ngainst  Great  Britain." 

Yet  at  Boston  after  the  elections  in 
1891,  he  nays  : — 

"The  proposition  which  we  make  in- 
volves the  position  that  we  would  ofl'er  to 
the  Americon  people  that  which  is  denied 
to  the  rest  of  the  world.  In  so  saying  I  do 
not  forget  that  I  am  a  subject  of  the 
British  crown." 

Mr.  Edgar.  M.  P.,  said  :  "It  is  hopeless 
to  expect  Reciprocity  with  the  United 
Slates,  which  will  not  involve  discrimina- 
tion against  Great  Britain." 

Sir  Richard  Cartwright  declared  : 

"If  it  does  discriminate  against  Great 
Britain  we  have  a  right  to.  We  owe  Great 
Britain  isothing  but  charity  for  her  atrocious 
l}lundertng  against  our  interests.  There 
never  was  a  time  that  Canada  could  not 
have  bettered  her  position  by  joining  the 
United  States." 

The  G!(}i>e,  February  4th,  i^qi.J declared 
— "  If  Free  Trade  with  the  United  States 
will  be  good  for  us,  let  us  vote  for  it 
though  It  should  involve  discrimination 
against  Great  Britain  twice  over." 

Discouraged  and  dispirited  by  the  failure 
of  Unrestricted  Reciprocity  to  draw  the 
support  of  the  country,  the  party  called  a. 
convention  in  '  >3  and  laid  down  a  plat- 
form, the  trade  ^iortion  of  which  may  be 
designated  as  including : 

I.  The  eliminatlcrfi  of  every  vestige  of 
protection  from  the  tarilT. 

a.  The  adoption  of  a  tariff  for  revenue 


oafy  oa  the 
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3.  Reciprocity  with  the  Untted  STare*. 

Thereupon  was  put  forth  the  trade  policy 
upon  which  the  present  contest  ia  to  be 
fought,  viz.: 

(6)  Free  Trade  as  it  is  Practiced  ia 
England,  etc,  etc. 

Since  1893  this  has  Keen  exposed  and 
explained  to  the  county  from  Cape  Breton 
to  Victoria  by  the  leader  of  the  party,  Mr. 
Laurier,  and  by  Sir  Richard  Cartwright  and 
others. 

It  is  instructive  to  examine  their  utter- 
ances and  thus  obtain  an  idea  of  what  it  is 
really  proposed  to  substitute  in  place  of  the 
National  Policy. 

Laurier,  Brantford,  August  20,  1894 
— "  I  propose  that  we  should  follow 
England's  example  and  open  our  ports  to 
the  products  of  the  worhi." 

Mr.    Laurier    at  Witinipeg,    Sept.    4th, 

1894— "The   task   of   the   Liberals  of  the 

province  of  Manitoba,    the   task     of    the 

Liberals    of   this    province    in    particular, 

has  been  to  prove  to  the  world  and  to  our 

countrymen  the  benefits  which  are  to  be 

derived  from   the  principles  of  free  trade. 

I   came  before  you  to-night   to   preach  to 

you   this  new  gospel   of  freedom  of  trade. 

I  denounce  to  you  the  policy  of  protection 

as  bondage,  yes   bondage,  and    I    refer   to 

bondage  in  the  same  manner  in  which  the 

American  slavery  was  bondage."  ^i 

Mr.  Laurier   at  Montreal — "Upon  that 

question,  I  need  not  tell  you  that  we  stand 

at  the  very  antipodes  of  the  Conservative 

parly.     The  Conservative  party  believe  in 

protection.     All  their  hope  is  in  protection. 

The  Liberal    party  believe    in  Free  Trade 

on   broad    lines  such    as  exist    in   (ireat 

Britain,  and  their    innnediate   object   is  a 

revenue  tariff — a  tariff  to  be  derived  from 

Customs,   but    which  will  levy  no  duties, 

except  for  tht  iurpo^es  of  revenue." 

Mr.  Laurier  at  Quebec,  G/^ie,  January 
20,  1894 — "Genilemeii,  the  only  way  in 
which  Quebec  can  recover  its  old  time  pros- 
perity as  a  maritime  city  is  by  adopting  the 
policy  of  freedom  of  trade  as  it  exists  in  the 
mother  country,  Old  England.        a*.  ■ '  v;.*,  .•i 

"I  have  told  you  that  our  obfe«tt  is  to 
have  a  customs  tariff  for  revenue  only." 

"Upon  the  question  of  protection  there 
can  be  no  compromise." 

"We  stand  here  against  protection,  and 
in  favor  of  a  customs  tariff  based  upon  the 
principles  of  revenue  and  nothing  else.'' 

"The  system  of  protection  has  been  the 
bane  and  curse  of  Canada." 

"The  Liberal  party  believe  in  Free 
Trade  oa  th^  htotd  )iae«  such  as  exist  in 
GceatBritMB/ 
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"Now,  sir,  1  may  be  told,  do  yon  pre 
tend  tliut  if  we  were  to  abolish  the  iyitem 
of  protection  that  our  manufacturer!  can 
live  in  ihe  city  of  Montreal.  Why,  sir,  I 
certain')'  pretend  it." 

"I  ynv  that  not  a  cent  should  be  collected 
beyond  what  is  required  to  meet  the 
country's  necessities.  We  will  tax  for 
reveniu'  but  not  one  cent  for  protection. 
When  \u'.  are  in  power  we  will  relieve  the 
people  ijf  protection  which  is  a  fraud,  a 
delusion  and  a  robbery." 

Mr.  Laurier  at  Biampton  in  1894,  said — 
"If  we  come  to  power  on  that  day  I 
promise  you  a  commission  will  go  to 
Washington  and  If  we  can  get  a  treaty  in 
r»atural  products  and  a  list  of  manufactured 
articles  that  Treaty  will  be  made. 

The  policy  of  the  Liberal  party  is  to 
give  you  ^  market  with  the  65  million 
British  men  upon  this  continent." 

Mr.  Laurier  at  Brantford  in  Aug.,  1894 — 
"Is  there  any  man  to  say  that  he  would 
not  be  content  to  open  the  Canadian 
market  to  the  American  manufacturers  if  in 
return  he  obtained  access  to  the  American 
market  for  his  products." 

Sir  Richard  Cartwright  declared — "Our 
policy  from  first  to  last  has  been  to  destroy 
this  villainous  protective  sy-stam  by  Free 
Trade,  Revenue  Tariff,  or  Continental  Free 
Trade." 

And  again — "Sir,  they  demand  our  policy. 
Well,  sir,  they  shall  have  our  policy,  and  here 
I  believe  I  speak  for  my  hon.  friends  beside 
me.  Our  policy  is  death  to  protection  and 
war  to  the  knife  to  corruption.  Sir,  we 
strike  and  we  will  strike  for  liberty  and 
freedom  from  this  system  of  protective 
taxation,  and  I  tell  the  honourable  gentle- 
men that  we  will  not  reft  until  the  slavery 
that  they  have  imposed  upon  us  has  become 
a  thing  of  the  past,  and  until  Canadians  are 
as  free  as  Canadians  ought  to,  be  free  to 
make  the  most  they  can  of  the  opportuni- 
ties God  has  given  them." 

And  again — "There  is  no  Canadian  man- 
ufacturer who  need  be  afraid  to  face  the 
competition  of  the  world.  Our  policy  is 
death  to  protection." 

Sir  Richard  proposes  to  make  the 
change  thorough  for  he  says  referring 
to  some  who  advocate  no  drastic 
revision, — "  There  are  two  lessons 
which  I  think  the  Reformers  of  Canada 
should  learn.  One  is  presented  for  our 
example  and  warning  in  the  fate  that  has 
befallen  the  Democratic  party  in  the 
United  States.  It  shows  to  all  who  choose 
to  read  the  signs  of  the  times  that  when  a 
^arty  places  itself  at  the  head  of  a  great 
popular  moTCiiMnt,  if  that  party  tend«n 


the  people  a  »tonc  instead  of  bread,  it  h 
half-hearted  in  '.he  prosecution  o(  the  great 
aim  it  sets  before  it,  and  wil!  be  deservedly 
swept  out  of  power  by  the  very  people  who 
would  have  siisiaintd  and  advanced  it.*' 

To  show  Sir  Richard's  views  on  protec- 
tion, we  quote.  At  Pembroke,  1890,  he 
said  ;  "I  suy  our  protective  system  waa  a 
huge  mistake  in  so  far  as  it  was  honest  at 
all  and  in  so  f.ir  as  it  was  not  honest,  it 
was  a  hugo  scheme  of  robbery." 

"A  jniall  ring  and  clique  of  combiners 
|nd  protected  manufacturers,  who  as  I  have 
told  you,  have  been  permitted  for  years 
past  to  make  a  nrey  and  plunder  of  the 
people  of  Canada. ' 

At  Meaford,  1890,  he  said, — "I 
stand  by  the  declaration  I  have  made  that 
protection  is  nothing  more  nor  less  than 
deliberate  lei^ulized  and  organized  robberv, 
and,  more  than  that,  if  you  do  not  stamp 
it  out  it  is  the  very  high  road  to  political 
slavery  first  and  industrial  slavery  after- 
ward." 

And  at  Chatham,  in  1891, — 
"That  this  is  very  lar!»ely  due  to  a  most 
vicious  system  of  legislation  under  which 
the  whole  fiscal  system  of  Canada  has  be- 
come an  instrument  of  legalized  robbery  on 
a  scale  and  to  an  extent  absolutely  unpre- 
cedented in  the  history  of  any  other 
country  so  young  as  our  own.'' 

"We  pay  31  or  3a  million  dollars  of  taxes 
every  year  into  the  treasury.and  we  are  really 
taxed  to  the  tune  of  50  or  60  millions  a 
year,  counting  what  we  pay  to  the  legalized 
robbers,  whose  hands  are  never  out  of  your 
pockets  at  your  downsitting  or  your  uprising 
— whether  you  eat,  or  drink,  or  work,  or 
play,  or  sleep,  or  fall  sick  even." 

"The  protective  system  of  the  new  world 
is  a  different  and  much  more  dangerous 
thing  than  the  protective  system  of  the  old 
world,  and  we  all,  farmers  especially,  are 
suffering  accordingly." 

"You  have  to  deal  with  a  gang  of  coBi- 
bines,  highly  paid  and  highly  drilled  mer- 
cenaries who  have  enslaved  you,  and  who 
mean  to  keep  you  enslaved,  if  fraud  and 
corruption  can  do  it." 

"  And  at  Sarnie,  March  a,  1895 — 
"We  must  find  you  better  markets,  and  we 
don't  propose  to  look  for  thcra  by  prefer- 
ence at  the  antipodes.  We  do  propose 
Free  Trade  with  all  the  world  as  our  ulti- 
mate goal  but  we  will  be  very  glad  to  secure 
for  you  Free  Trade  with  the  rest  of  thia 
continent  as  an  exceedingly  comfortable 
instalment  on  the  way  thither." 

Mr.  Davies,  in  the  House  of  Commona, 
speaking  of  protecttion,  aaid, — 
"Wa  have    been    attacking    this  polkqr 
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jatr  by  yctr.   It  b  a  cnntd  sfiUK,  aacma- 

cd  of  God  and  nun."  •  .     .     . 

Mr.  DaviesinNova  Scotia  in  i84>4  declar- 
ed—"Well,  geutlemffn,  I  netd  ssy  no 


Whatcv«^i  doubts  or  <!i(5ciiTtirs  itere  aaay 
have  been  almut  iitider^undaHC  •v  (ntde 
policy  in  the  times  pa%t,  thcrr  caa  be 
now.  Our  platform  n  clear  and 
I'o-day  thr  people  of  Cr>r.arla  aiaad  bee  to 
face  with  such  an  isauf,  and  the  »en  cim- 
icat  is  to  be  one  between  Free  Trade  aad 
Protection.  .  .  The  policy  a#  the  Lihar- 
ral  p.irty,  on  the  rontrar}-,  is  the  ntoKm  at 
the  tarriflf  by  the  eliminatioa  Uotm  k  <d 
every   vestige   of   protection.**  .    .    .     We 

1>ropose   that  either   by   treaty  or  by  tariff 
egislation  the  duties  upon  articles  ezchaa^ 
eil  between  Canada  and  the  Uerted 
should  be  reduced  on  both  sides,  or 
ctill,  made  altogether  free." 

I^Iere  then  we  have  laid  domi  tbe  Tariff 
Policies  o(  the  Grit  party. 

Nowhere  in  the  history' of  pitiittcat  {joiries 
can  there  be  found  a  record  <A  soch  vadLa- 
tion,  weakness  and  absurdity,  in  a  inaiser 
of  such  vast  importance  as  the  Trade  basis 
of  a  country. 

Fad  Hunters. 

Tha  Grits  have  run  after  every  fad  tfiat 
presented  to  their  minds  the  remolcstcfcaBce 
to  ratch  votes  ;  they  have  erected  each 
into  au  article  of  their  political  creed, 
called  upon  their  followers  to  bow 
and  worship  it ;  they  have  »  qiikUy  with- 
drawn it  upon  defeat  and  TirfriHinl 
another  in  its  place  to  be  worsoq^pcd  fat  a 
short  time  and  then  to  be  ir^el:  laid  awsy 
to  rest  amon^  the  dead  Gods.  In  doing 
this  they  have  showed  an  ctter  igiMxaaoe 
of  economic  and  trade  ;:rirxiples  aad  ^nac- 
tica  which  is  phenomenal,  and  have  written 
thtmaelves  down  as  incapable  of  pasfot^ 
the  ftnius  aud  asperation^  and 
of  Canadian  Trade  development 

Anti-British  Policy. 

Each  step  they  have  taken  irvrnvcd 
■•qucnces  either  to  the  material  irueieata  of 
Canada,  or  to  the  political  and  per'sanent 
interests  of  the  Eippire  which  earned  think- 
ing business  men  and  loya!  patriotic  ckuam 
to  combat  and  antagoize  thent.  Mr.  Pbhe, 
one  ot  their  ablest  men,  arid  a  leader 
whom  for  years  they  follrwed  with  fa^ 
and  confidence  was  ot>liged  to  serer  his 
connection  with  his  pany  on  »cr»?«3tt  d 
their  policy  of  Unrestricted  Kscigmdtf 
which  he  declared  came  so  nejr  t9  ncaK» 
that  as  a  loyal  suhject  of  Bntatn  Ic  cToJd 
not  longer  remain  with  them.  Not*  thh 
sentence  in  his  farewell  address  to 

Hera  k  Mr.  Blake's  tanguafa : 


'Tlie  tendency  of  unteilricted  Pi»a 
Trade  with  th**  United  States,  High  d'ilies 
heu^  maintained  against  the  United  ii^ng- 
dom  would  be  towards  political  union,  and 
the  more  successful  the  plan,  the  stronger 
the  tendency,  both  by  reason  of  the  com- 
tutuuiy  t^  interest;,  the  intermingling  o< 
populations,  the  more  intimate  business 
and  aorial  connections,  and  the  tracie  and 
fiscal  relations,  amounting  to  dependency, 
which  it  would  create  with  the  States,  and 
o(  tl:c  g[reater  isobtioii  and  diveigency  ftr.m 
Great  Britain  which  it  would  produce  ;  av-d 
also  and  especially  through  inconvtinirnte, 
eaperienced  in  the  maintenance  and  a^pre- 
hensions  entertained  as  to  the  termination 
ci  the  treaty — our  hopes  and  our  fears  aiike 
would  draw  one  way.  We  would  then 
indeed  be  looking  to  Washington  .  .  . 
Assuming  that  absolute  Free  Trade,  best 
described  as  commercial  union,  may  and 
ou^ht  to  come,  I  believe  it  can  oniy  come 
as  an  incident,  or  at  any  rate  as  a  well 
understood  percursor  of  political  union,  for 
which  mdced  we  should  bo  able  tv)  get 
better  terms  before  than  after  the  surrender 
€£  tMit  coiiiincicial  indc;)endence." 

At  last  Sir  Oliver  Mowat  took  the  mal- 
t^  in  his  own  hand?,  gathered  the  loyal 
wing  of  bis  party  tOi;ether  and  forced  in 
1893  the  tacit  ah.indonincnt  of  that  plank 
in  this  policy.  Note  his  warning  to  the 
party  when  inaleitcrtoMr.  McKay,  M.P.P., 
WoodfJock,  in  1891,  he  said;— "The 
great  majority  of  our  people,  I  believe  and 
trust,  are  not  prei)ared  to  hand  over  this 
great  Dominion  to  a  foreign  nation  for  any 
present  coinmereial  consideration  which 
may  be  proposed." 

"Wc  recognize  the  advantages  which 
would  go  to  both  them  and  us  from  ex- 
tended trade  relations,  and  we  are  willing 
to  go  as  far  in  that  direction  as  shall  not 
involve,  now  or  in  tl.e  fu:urt,  political 
union;  but  there  Canadjens  of  every  party 
have  hitherto  drawn  tlid  ISne,  and  I  trust 
wiU  continue  to  draw  tti<t  )!n«.*' 

Mr.  Mowat,  in  1S91,  ir-  a  letter  to  Alex. 
McKenzie,  said :— "  I  deVira  to  c»ll  to 
the  nfctic»  of  such  i'^  ac  /or  the  Liberal 
party  €«  aoy  iinporianrt  stcti/jn  ol  .t  to 
favor  pcJticul  union  with  tbe  Untied 
Slate*  wnuvj  be  death  to  all  hope  9f  Liberal 
i«cender«y  in  the  councils  of  the 
Dooiiriiop." 

**7»  promote  disaffection  towards  our 
own  rari'n  i<  a^inst  all  our  aspirations 
k»  C'O'da's  national  future." 

''Kut  this  denying  :«ent!ment  is  absurd. 
From  sentiment  men  sacrifice  thcif  pro- 
pcity  and  even  their  livesj  and  avery 
caajaple  of  such  sacriiice  goes  home  to  iht 
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hearts  of  all  who  see  it  or  hear  of  it  It  is 
sentiment  which  in  a  thousand  ways  rules 
the  world." 

Hon.  David  Mills  called  a  halt  in  the 
mad  course  adopted  by  Mr.  Laurier  and 
Sir  Richard  CartwrighL  Speaking  at 
Ridgctown  in  1893  he  declared  : — 

"The  people  have  failed  in  their  duty  but 
they  have  not  so  far  departed  from  the  path  of 
rectitude  as  to  put  their  honor  inthe  market" 

"^Ve  are  not  prepared,  I  hope,  to 
abandon  a  hu.idred  years  of  constitutional 
progress  for  the  momentary  advantages  of 
freer  commercial  intercourse." 

"But  it  seemed  to  me  that  some  had 
thoughtlessly  entered  in  other  parts  of  the 
country  upon  dangerous  ways,  which  if  not 
abandoned  must  lead  to  disaster,  and  that 
I  could  not  do  a  better  service  than  at  once 
to  point  out  the  road  that  our  duty  to  the 
country  requires  us  to  take." 

THEV    MAKE    A    CHANGE. 

V 

Driven  by  defeats  at  the  polls,  by  revolt 
among  the  mere  loyal  portion  of  their  own 
party,  pnd  by  fear  of  the  patriotic  sentiment 
of  the  country,  the  party  has  now  made 
another  change. 

The  incidental  Protection  of  1874  8,  the 
modified  Protection  of  1887,  O  fnfoerclal 
Union  with  the  United  States,  Ccniinental 
Free  Trade,  Unrestricted  J<.e..'p>^uf.!iy  wiih 
the  United  States,  were  rurre».-!'»eiy  iaid 
x«nde — the  last  one  wUh  n.T.ny  ;r/i«ts,  i^fd 
with  a  tacit  agreement  it>.at  u  is  laid  aside 
more  in  ni.mt  than  in  ficL 

In  the  place  «:f  tcf:<e,  they  n?ve  now 
adopted  a  sixth  trade  {xjiiz^-^cjil  as  lung 
as  it  lasts. 

The  Present  Policy  Analyzed. 

This  policy  is  a  hybrid.  lis  component 
parts  are  : 

(</)  Dfath  to  FrotectioH. 

{p)  A  Tariff  for  Rerenue  only. 

{€)  Fiee  Trade  as  fraetis»d  in  Enzland. 

(«i)  Ruiprodty  with  the  Ciite*  States. 

Let  us  examine  this  hyb/'i.  a-o  dissect 
it  in  th*  light  of  the  ut?e»»ncr3  quoted 
above.  It  is  of  rh^  n^nvfH  imports 'ice  that 
a  clear  idea  she u Id  be  had  of  hs  mearung 
and  its  pracfibihty.       •  ,  -> 

(*)   DHATH  TO  PRtTiCTlOK. 

(1.)  The  Grit  poiic)  avfle.r'  .:?v«lh  to  pro- 
tecdon,  "every  vestige"  oJ  wlMch  aiust  be 
tiiraiaated. 

Are  Canadians  ready  for  ih»t  ? 

Look  iMick  at  the  p«dod  httxa  1874-7S. 
Ail  our  business  internts  ««ye  dt^revstd, 
indiutnes  were  sbut  up,  m«r1t8K  wck  <le- 
moraltzad,  en!p)oyn>ent  wai>  "A  te  be 
found,  and  the  timers,  by  a  100,000  peti- 
tioa%  were  asking  reliel 
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Contrast  dut 
Compare  that  witii  lj:^ 
when  in  a  world-«5«ie 
came  through  'aridb  \cM 
country  in  the  voridL 

Why  was  prattdioa  aJud  km  m  187S I 

Because  of  intcf&se  oaffadr  cwptliliuB, 
largely  from  the  UoHed  Siaies  amd  other 
highly  protected  «miliiri>.  \ 

Is  this  compeliawMi  aay  Ike  leas  keen  to-    ' 
day  than  then  ?     Na    b  b  iMBe  keen  and 
merciless. 

Are  the  protectne  tadft  of  fSttc  United 
States  and  other  coHMiiei  lam  h^g^  than  in 
18748?  1 

Na     They  arc  li^gjbo^ 

The  United  Seaici  has  a  tariff  os  an 
average  of  nearly  40  p.  c,  vhSeoon  is  less 
than  30  p.  c  en  ifcii»i  i«fa  gaoAs^ 

The  French  tariff  is  hqg^hCL  The  Ger- 
man tariff  is  higjhw:  'fhoe  ■  hot  ons 
country  in  the  wnrid  wfhii  h  aliwii  oar  foods  . 
free  entry — all  odiecs  meet  m  «iA  hi^  or 
prohibitive  tahSs.  AE  these  oooatnes  have 
since  1878  greatly  devcSoped  liseir  systems 
of  manufacturies;.  They  me.  daoly  develop- 
ing them  and  ctirvotimf.  wanrcqfolly  m 
Britain  and  with  Rnihaiw 

Is  it  wise  for  or;  yoernrj,  sc*  ~! 
taring,   with  di^^vartt^es  aa 
skill,  to  open  oer  m;2ifc£<t«  ID  ad 
gam  no  access  to  any  ontt  €^  tiiesa  ?  Is  that 
f.!!r    io    our     capffaf;,     am    Ptisans,    our 
lacoure's  ? 

It  Protection  is  ttsmuvcA,  k  aaott  be 
ren^oved  aiong  the  wiioie  Smc. 

iri'^^tt  Aare  fig  /krmew%  tm  smj  U  tk^  1 

T'ley  i>^*e  now  pr»:t2rai   utiul  of  the 
home  market.     Tbey  siz;.^  now  oar  total 
urctan    populatioa  of   r.f-aouooo  wtih  farm 
products,  which  gives  1 
prcctirwliy    r-«t    in^xa 
Viilue  of  $9e.coo,GO(%. 
and   frr>m    tha  safpEaB 
and  d^cT  u'odB  of  the 
woul'  line'  f^«^se  BEsrkeBs : 
then*  ^^  Ik'^pcd  m  9C<  \  a  < 

Wtia:  wo-,i-a  drey  , 
The  Uni«cd  Staes  I 
hibit»ve  t«r^,  oc  iwwi!yaa^aal 

>fe  the  tKtama  wil^Big  to  he  kc|K  fexna 
the  U.  S  markets  aad  <0|gii«e  U.  S.  fiuaoeis 
tree  .'>«C4SS  im  *h^a  sMokcts  ? 

And  mur  Arritam*  mJMt  itm  tibef  t»  sm^ 

I«t  Ur>!te4  ^-«<!«,  «id  aff  other  annu- 
faoiu\)rs  into  C  anada  iace  or  •■  a  basis  of 
r«vea»e  oniy,  aad  osr  indiHtriei  doae 
drwn  Then  is  oo  dc^bl  of  ihak.  If 
th«7  aoM  dowi  wfter.ce  «2  cut  tte 
waj^e  <OT  the  Musar  ? 

If  the  wugc  ts  waAdaf  «hat  faeoaaes  of 
the  artuon  and  hafu—**? 


It 


Whh  all  her  ehetp  e«pftt1,  and  centurfM 
•f  skill  and  commanding  position  Great 
Brr.;in  finds  to-day  her  goods  undersold 
and  her  artisans  thrown  out  of  employment 
by  foreign  competion.  What  would  result 
in  Canada  under  free  competition  and  no 
protection  ? 

And  with  Farmers'  home  market  invaded, 
frith  industries  shut  down,  and  artisans  out 
of  employment  what  would  our  merchants 
and  business  men  do  ?  What  would  our 
bankers  do  ?  To  take  deion  our  modtratt 
frotittion^  to  op«H  our  marktts  to  the  highly 
frottettd  industria  of  tht  world,  and  gain  no 
fooling  of  advantage  in  any  single  country : 
that  is  what  the  Grits  propose,  and  that 
means  business  ruin  I 

But  you  say.  "  Tht  Grits  dorit  mean  it." 
Don't  they  ?  Then  you  must  have  queer 
notioRS  of  their  veracity.  Then  you  must 
irrite  them  down  as  arrant  liars  ^.nd  hum- 
bugs. Read  over  the  utterances  of  their 
leaders — and  mate  no  mistake.  -''1 

Either  they  mean   what  they  say,  and  m 
ihould  not  be  allowed  to  ruin  Canadi^ 
or  "'f:''  ■  r'- 

They  do  not  mean  what  fthey  say,  and  ar« 
beneath  the  notice  of  honorable  men  and 
infit  to  be  trusted. 

Whichever  is  the  alternative  honest 
glectors,  intelligent  eleaors,  should  vote 
iigainst  them. 

(*)   TARIFF   FOR   REVENVB   OMLT. 

This  is  consistent  with  the  first  division 
of  their  platform,  vir.,  the  elimination  of 
every  vestige  of  protection. 

How  then  will  they  levy  their  customs 
tarifT? 

Remember  it  is  for  revenue  only,  not  one 
ftnt  for  protection^  and  Gremt  Britain  is  ike 
tnodel. 

How  ?  They  must  raise  revenue  by 
taxing  what  we  do  not  produce  in  Canada. 

We  do  not  grow  tea  in  Canada  ;  tea  will 
be  taxed.     It  is  now  free. 

We  do  not  grow  coffee  in  Canada ;  coffee 
will  be  taxed.     It  is  now  free. 

We  do  not  grow  cotton  in  Canada ;  cot- 
ton will  be  taxed.  It  is  now  free,  and  be- 
tides it  is  the  raw  material  of  one  of  our 
krgest  industries.  But  cotton  is  a  raw 
laaterial  and  Mr.  Laurier  says  that  law  ma- 
^ials  are  not  to  be  taxed.  So  we  will 
hrow  that  off. 

We  do  not  grow  raw  cane  sugar  in 
Canada.  That  will  be  heavily  taxed,  and 
Ibe  refineries  stopped  and  thousands  thrown 
•ut  of  employment. 

Now  we  have  exhausted  most  of  the  im- 
■Brtant  articles  of  which  w«  consume 
n||il|r(  and    which    we    do    not  grow  in 


Canada.  Tax  these  as  heavfly  as  yoa  can 
and  the  amount  of  revenue  ftt>m  cu:>tams 
will  be  but  small;  not  more  than  four  or 
five  million  dollars.  An  immense  sum — 
sixteen  to  eighteen  nuliions  will  still  have 
to  be  raised  in  some  way.  How  ?  By 
direct  taxation,  if  they  follow  the  En^idi 
method.  And  Canada  is  not  ready  for 
direct  taxation !  But  say  they,  we  will  put 
a  revenue  tax  on  cottons,  woollens,  hwl- 
ware  and  manufactured  articles.  Ves,  but 
it  must  he  according  to  your  declarations 
without  giving  one  txntfjr  fn^ection. 

Now  pat  on  say  25  per  cent  on  woollen 
goods.  That  25  per  cent,  is  that  much 
protection  to  the  woollen  manufacturer ,and 
according  to  the  Grit  doctrine,  enables  him 
to  charge  just  that  much  more  for  his  goods 
and  to  us  they  say  pat  that  much  money  m 
his  (Kvn pocket  instead  of  into  thetreasury. 

The  only  w.iy  they  can  do  to  be  con- 
sistent is  to  place  an  equal  ^excise  duty  of 
25  per  cent,  on  the  manufacture  of 
woollens  in  Canada.  This  would  oftet 
the  customs  duty  and  allow  "not  one  cent 
of  protection"  to  the  manufeicturej-.  Bat 
what  would  happen  then  ?  This,  that  all 
woollens  would  be  made  exactly  25  per 
cent,  dearer  than  if  there  were  no  tax  at  all. 
Instead  of  having  free  wool,  and  the  work 
done  here,  we  should  have  practically  duty 
paid  wool,  proportional  to  the  customs 
rate  on  W(X)llens  and  consequently  no  pro- 
tection. As  a  result  the  woollen  industry 
would  succumb  to  foreign  competitioo. 
And  so  on  tor  other  things.  Customs 
revenue  alone  without  protection  is  im- 
possible. Customs  taxation  with  a  counter- 
vailing excise  tax  is  neither  Free  Trade 
nor  protection,  is  not  according  to  the 
English  plan  and  is  impossible   in  Canada. 

The  third  part  of  the  Tariff  platform  is  | 

{c)  FR£K  TRADE  AS  IT  IS  PRACTISED  Of 
ENGLAMIX. 

How  is  it  in  England  ? 

The  customs  revenue  is  raised  on  tea, 
coffee,  dried  fruits,  tobacco  and  spirits. 

All  other  goods  come  in  free.  That,  of 
course,  would  mean  the  elimination  of  all 
protection,  and  is  inconsistent  with  any 
tariff  rate  upon  articles  made  or  produced 
in  Canada.  This  phase  has  therefore 
been  discussed  under  (a),  It  is  sufficient 
to  remark  here  that  the  adoption  of  this 
plan  prohibits  any  customs  duty  on  any 
articles  except  tea,  coffee,  tobacco  and 
spirits  and  throws  us  back  on  to  direct 
taxation  for  the  greater  part  of  our  revenue. 

Is  Canada  ready  to  abolish  all  protec- 
tion, to  tax  only  tea,  coffee,  tobacco  and 
spims,and  levy  direct  taxation  juaAj  foi  x4 
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li  iS  minions  of  dollan  7  If  so,  lier  electors 
can  vote  for  Mr.  Laorier  and  hb  party;  if  not, 
they  must  vote  against  him  and  his  party. 

The  last  of  the  four  planks  in  the  Grit 
tariff  policy  is 

(f)  Unrestricted  Reciprocity  with  Ae 
United  States. 

Read  Mr.  I^uri^s  utterances  given 
above  and  Sir  Richard  Cartwright's.  You 
see  clearly  that  the  kados  have  not  given 
up  their  eld  love 

Speaking  at  Valleyfield,  Que.,  in  April, 
1896,  Mr.  Laurier  came  out  plaioly  for 
Unrestricted  Reciprocity,  discrimination 
and  all.  He  said — "We  will  get  a  ueaty 
with  the  United  Sutes  if  we  can ;  and  if 
England  objects  we  will  consider  her  objec- 
tion. Let  Lord  balisbury  take  care  of  the 
interests  of  England,  and  we  will  ta^e  care 
of  the  interests  of  Canada." 

"The  Conservatives  say  it  would  not  be 
loyal  to  England.  I  am  a  Canadian,  like 
yourselves,  and  I  say  that  I  am  a  loyal  sub- 
ject of  Her  Majesty ;  but  if  I  love  England; 
there  is  a  country  that  I  love  still  more,  and 
that  country  is  Canada." 

Now,  Unrestricted  Reciprocity  can  not 
be  got  except  Canada  gives  to  United 
States  trade  which  she  denies  to  the  rest  of 
the  world.  Great  Britain  included.  She 
must  pay  the  price  of  discrimination  again^ 
the  mother  country.     But  if  the  Grit  policy 


is  one  of  the  elimination  ^ei  every 
of  protection,"  how  can  they  five  Unised 
States  products  ac  advantage  over  Ijhese  of 
all  other  countries,  except  they  place  a  pro' 
tective  tanfT  against  these  bner  couttries  ? 
It  is  impossible.  Again,  if  l2ie  Gtit  policy 
is  to  have  Free  Trade  as'i  is  im  KngfcwMi^ 
what  have  they  to  oJerto  the  United  Stitei 
in  return  I'or  their  aiiowix^  our  goods  6en 
entry  mto  their  market  t 

Unrestricted  Reciprocity  is  olteily  inooo> 
sistent  with  the  other  three  pianks  of  their 
platform.  Either  they  are  i»fi-'''rv  and 
simply  hoodwinking  the  dkttaobt,  or  tiicy 
are  absurdly  Ignorant  and  incapkiile.  Wkick> 
e\cr  it  is,  they  are  uot  worthy  of  coofdeaee. 

Can  anyone  comlMoe  in  one  frrnr-iA 
policy,  a  plan  which  wiO  nnite 

1.  An  utter  absence  of  protection. 

2.  A  Revenue  Tariff  on  aitidcn  pnxiaeed 
fa)  Canada, 

3.  Free  Trade  as  it  is  in  Ei^iaad,  aad 

4.  Unrestricted  Reciprocity  with  tht  Uni^ 
ed  States,  accompanied  as  it  nMKt  he  wttfc 

Dircriminatton,  i.  e.,   a  protective 
against  the  rest  ot  the  world. 

Yet  that  is  the  impossible  1 
a    trade  policy    which    yoa 
substitute  for  a  well  tried,  and 
approved  National  Policy ! 

Will  you  do  it  ? 

Let  your  vote  answex. 


i   > 


THE  LIBERAL  LEADER :  A  Criticism. 


Wthout  wishing  in  tiie  least  to  detract 
from  the  personal  character  of  Mr.  Laurier, 
the  individual,  it  becomes  nece«-irv  to 
examine   into   the  extravagant   (^  for 

Mr.  Laurier,  the  Leader,  at  present,  oi  ihe 
liberal  Party  in  Opposition  ;  the  Leader  in 
prospect,  so  say  his  (blloweis;,  of  the 
Government  of  Canada. 

(x)  His  Record  as  Administrator. 

Early  in  the  seventies,  one  or  two  well 
delivered  speeches  broi^ht  him  into  prom- 
inence with  his  pnity,  and  in  1876  he 
entered  the  Government  of  Mr.  Mackenzie, 
as  Minister  of  Inland  Revenue  As  a 
Minister  he  made  no  impression  of  strength 
upon  the  House,  and  as  an  Ad:ninistrator 
he  proved  notably  weak.  No  measure  of 
any  importance  stands  to  the  credit  of  his 
short  ministerial  term.  Up  to  and  in  1876 
be  declared  himself  a  protectionist ;  in 
1878  he  followed  his  party  against  protec- 
tion. Since  then  he  has  b(»ed  hb  compass 
on  Trade  Policies. 

<s)  As  to  His  Patriotisin. 
When  the  Rid  lebdlion  aroK,  be  openly 


espoused  the  cause  of  the  rebel ;  he  ( 

ed  that  if  he  had  been  on  the  banks  of  ihs 

Sask.itchewan  he  would  have  levcSed  his 

musket  at  thebrtast  of  the  rawM^Jaw  Vo 

teers  who  braved  danger  and  death  to  j 

serve  the  integrity  of  Canada ;  be  1 

cry  of  race   and  creed  •■  die  1 

Riel's  punishment,  and,  after  BlcTs 

on  the  scafiold,  openly  led  a  "•fipia 

sade  to  avenge  the  death  of  the  icbd  and 

murderer. 

In  18S7  and  on,  he  toaik  the  part  of  tha 
United  States  against  his 
Great  Britain  in  the  matter  of  the 
Fisheries  Treaty.     While  the 
of  Canada  sought  with  courtesy 
ness  to  protect  the  rights  of  oar 
and  conducted  their  negotiationa 
ried  out  their  measures  of 
manner  which  secured  the 
approbation  of  the  British 
resulted   in  t.Se  Treaty  of  i 
President  Cleveiand,ratified  by 
Great  Britain,  but  refused  by  the 
the  United  StatcS,Mr. 
betttt  to   do  than  to 


oppose  tlie  nitilScation  of  the  Treaty, 
and  make  spccthes  throughout  the  country 
in  whkK  he  upheld  the  course  of  the  Umted 
States,  and  accused  the  Government  of 
Caiada  with  barimic  And  ungenerous 
treatment  of  that  countrj.  So  flagrant  was 
h>s  conduct  in  tibb  respect,  that  even  the 
Toranto  Gloiv  was  oU^ed  to  read  him  a 
Mscre  lecturer. 

In  1890  and  1891  he  made  ostentatious 
loars  to  tte  United  States,  and  in  addresS' 
ing  ao&aaoes  in  Boston,  denounced  the 
course  of  Great  Britain  and  Canada  to- 
wards the  United  Slutes.  openly  ndvccatcd 
the  Coc'ncicial  Union  of  Canada  and  the 
United  Sratcs  to  the  exclusion  of  British 
pvodw^  openif  hinted  at  the  ultimate 
aeparattoo  of  Canada  from  Grtat  Britain, 
and  created  the  general  irapressioii  in  the 
United  States  dut  the  Liberal  leader  was 
at  heart  in  b.var  of  Political  Union  with 
that  coanliy-  H<»e  are  some  extracts  from 
his  speech  in  Boston,  which  amply  prove 
diese  statemoits  : — 

"In  my  opinion  the  conduct  of  England, 
of  Canada,  towards  the  United  States 
dnring  the  war,  was  a  di^jiace  to  the  civili- 
zatioD  of  Eqgiand,  of  Canada.  The 
American  people  could  fight  their  own 
battles;  they  required  00  heSpt  but  when 
they  were  capgcd  in  a  supreme  struggle 
for  the  file  or  death  of  this  ^reat  nation, 
when  they  were  fighting  for  a  cause  as 
great,  as  holy  as  ever  engaged  the  devotion 
of  men:  when  they  had  reason  to  expect 
the  outspoken  sympathy  of  those  nearest  to 
them,  it  wa&galling  that  Southern  privateers 
cooki  be  bo^  manned  and  equipped  in 
Enghmd,  widi  the  passive  connivance  of 
the  British  GonMmment,  to  destroy  Ameri- 
can coaamerce  on  the  high  seas;  it  was 
galling  that  rdbel  rehigees  could  find 
sheher  in  Canada,  and  there  with  impunity 
and  witboot  provoJdng  condemnation,  plot 
abominabif  crimes  to  help  secession." 
(AppboseX 

*K>nada  is  still  a  colony  ;  it  is  nM  the 
destiny  of  coioniea  to  become  independent 
natk»& 

'HThe  tie  which  now  binds  Canada  to 
dke  mother  laiid  is  Canada's  own  will,  and 
it  B  with  pride  that  I  say  it,  though  still  a 
colony,  yet  Canada  b  free.  (Applause) 
OfcooEX^tigbt  as  is  the  dependence,  it 
cimot  Int  fonver.  Even  at  this  day 
Canada  and  Eoj^and  have  interests  totally 
■part,  and  the  time  will  come  when,  in  the 
very  —tore  of  things,  separation  will  take 
pbce" 

"Our  oi^ect  i^  when  there  is  a  Liberal 
Adayaatratioo  tt  Ottawa  to  ofiiK  to  the 
Ufiwed  S(iMe»  the  &ee  efitrajB<«  oi  (mu  terri- 


tory to  all  American  products,  whether 
natural  or  manufactured,  provided  the 
United  States  extend  the  &ame  privities 
to  the  products  of  Canada. 

"This  involves  that  we  would  offer  to  the 
the  American  nation  advantages  denied  to 
the  rest  of  the  world. 

"This  IS  not  a  question  of  sentiment,  and 
for  my  part,  I  am  firmly  convinced  that 
the  economic  interests  oi  Canada  lie  with 
this  continent,  and  it  is  on  the  broad  basis 
of  continental  freedom  of  trade  that  I  plane 
thequetion."     (Applause.)  *  v"^  '  %?:?:  ;*' ? ., 

"The  great,  the  fatal,  the  mistake  of  that  ? 
idea  (Imperial  Federatici)  is  the  attempt  to 
make  allegiance,  British  allegiance,  a  basis 
of  trade.  Trade  know:>  but  one  law — ■ 
profit — and  will  move  for  and  seek  profit 
within  or  beyond  allegiance,  without  any 
regard  to  it." 

The  above  extracts  speak  for  themselves. 
Uttered  before  a  Boston  audience,  reported 
and  read  everywhere  through  the  United 
States,  and  eagerly  seized  upon  as  the  senti- 
ments of  the  Liberal  party  in  Canada,  is  it 
any  wonder  that  they  created  an  silmost 
universal  opinion  in  that  country  that  Can- 
ada was  ripe  for  separation  from  Great 
Britain,  and  ready  for  Commercial  and 
Political  Union  with  the  United  States  ? 

What  more  unpatriotic  and  unjust  than 
his  attack  upon  the  good  faith  of  England 
and  Canada  in  regard  to  the  Civil  War  of 
1864,  when  Canada's  action  was  so  friendly 
to  the  United  States  that  her  Government 
was  officially  thanked  therefor  1  What 
more  out  of  place  for  a  loyal  Canadian  and 
British  subject  than  to  openly  flaunt  separ- 
ation and  implied  annexation  before  the 
people  of  the  United  States  I 

(3)  As  to  his  Quebec  Associations. 

At  and  after  ths  Kiel  agitation  Mr. 
Laurier  become  the  bosom  friend  and  co- 
worker of  Mr.  Mercier  in  Quebec,  to 
whose  malign  influence  he  seems  to  have 
completely  succumbed,  and  with  whom  to 
the  day  of  his  death  he  held  the  closest 
political  alliance.  Among  his  many  en- 
coniums  of  Mr.  Mercier,  the  following  two 
are  samples  : — 

"For  ao  years  I  have  known  Mr.  Mercier, 
and  my  admiration  for  him  is  as  great  to-day 
as  it  has  been  ever  since  1  first  knew  him." 

"I  state  frankly  and  without  any  reserve 
that  Mr.  Mercier  is  the  greatest  Canadian 
we  have  had  since  the  days  of  Papineau." 

To  his  close  political  alliance  with  Mr. 
Mercier,  the  following  utterances  of  Mr. 
Laurier's  attest : — 

"On  that  question  (increased  subsidy  to 
Quebec),  I  think  I  agree  with  Mr.  Mercief 
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til  whatever  course  he  takes,  * 

"Mr.  Mercier  is  ibe  chief  of  the  Nation- 
alist party.  I  came  here  to  work  with  you 
that  the  cause  of  Mr.  Mercier  may  triumph 
in  the  coming  elections — ii  is  what  you  all 
want." 

In  1887  Mr.  Mercier  evolved  a  scheme 
by  which  he  proposed  to  make  a  raid  upon 
the  Dominion  Treasury  for  an  incieaced 
debt  allowance,  and  increased  yearly  sub- 
sidy for  Quebec.  He  induced  Mr.  Laurier 
to  join  hira  in  this  scheme.  A  direct  bar- 
gain was  later  made  between  them  by 
which  Mr.  Lturier  was  to  help  elect  Mer- 
cier to  power  in  1890;  that  then  Mr. 
Mercier  was  to  give  hirn  a  majority  of  15 
in  Quebec  in  the  Dominion  Elections  in 
i.Sgi.  and  as  payment  therefor  Mr.  Laurier 
was,  when  he  became  Premier  at  Ottawa,  to 
give  to  Quebec  a  yearly  subsidy  of  $400,- 
000,  besides  other  valuable  assistance. 
Never  in  the  history  of  Canadian  politics  was 
a  more  open  an<i  shameless  bribe  madp  use  of. 

Mr.  laurier  went  into  the  contest  and 
helped  seat  Mr.  Mercier  in  power  in  Que- 
bec. The  Dominion  Elections  came  on, 
but  before  Mr.  Mercier  would  speak  in 
Montreal  he  demanded  by  telegram  that 
Laurier  should  promise  to  give  him  the 
subsidy  if  he  were  to  be  in  power  at  Ottawa. 
Mr.  Laurier  gave  his  promise  by  telegram, 
and  then  Mr.  Mercier  threw  himself  into 
the  contest. 

He  said : — 

"  Mr.  laurier  wishes  it,  and  I  am  here 
at  his  side,  fighting  for  the  triumph  of  the 
cause  which  is  so  dear  to  us  all." 

"I  and  my  colleagues  have  placed  our- 
•elves  entirely  at  Mr.  Laurier's  disposal.and 
he  can  rely  upon  us  in  the  interesting  and 
hopeful  struggle  in  whici)  he  is  about  to 
engage." 

"Hon.  Mr.  Laurier  has  accepted  the 
resolutions  of  the  inter-provincial  confer- 
ence of  1887,  and  promised  to  give  effect 
to  them  if  he  comes  into  power.  It  is  our 
duty  to  make  him  tritimph." 

Again  he  said — 

"1  have  no  doubt  that  if  Hon.  Mr. 
laurier  becomes  first  i.iinister  in  the 
Dominion,  the  Province  will  get  whatever 
it  asks." 

On  Feb.  nth,  1891,  Pacaud  wrote  in 
VEleeieur: 

"Mr.  Mercier  has  bound  himself  by  a 
solemn  ecgagement  to  put  Mr.  Laurier  in 
power." 

And  after  the  Election  Mr.  Mercier  said: 

"I  have  kept  my  premise  to  Mr.  I.,aurier, 
and  I  have  no  doubt  that  if  Mr.  Laurier 
beconaes  First  Minister  of  the  Dominion 
tha  l^ovioce  will  get  whatever  it  asks." 


Quebec  was  carried  for  Mercier  !n  189* 
a-'d  for  Mr.  laurier  in  i<^S9i,  and  we  are 
asked  to  believe  that  through  all  this  Mr. 
Laurier  bore  himself  as  pure  and  untainted. 

We  are  asked  to  believe  that  for  all  thesft 
years,  whilst  the  air  in  Quebec  reelced  with 
public  corruption — while  the  I^ugelins,  th« 
I'acauds  and  the  Tartes  were  exploiting  the 
public  funds — the  shrewd,  far  seeing,  wide- 
awake, immaculate  Leader  of  the  Liberal 
Party  ate  and  slept  with  these  men,  his 
party  partook  of  the  spoils,  and  he,  good, 
innocent  soul,  never  scented  the  conup- 
tion  !  That  whiUt  every  man  on  tha 
streets  of  Quebec  and  Montreal  knew  what 
was  going  on,  Mr.  Laurier  was  sublitnelj 
ignorant — iramaculotel/  pure  !      ;-^ 

Who  can  believe  this  ?     If  he  was  so  it 
nocent  and  unsuspecting,  and  knew  so  littll 
of  what  was  transpiring,  hs   is  not  fit  for  c. 
leader. 

If  he  did  know  and  condoned  it,  and 
allowed  his  party  to  profit  by  it,  he  is  not 
the  immaculate  leader  his  followers  would 
fain  have  us  beUe\'e. 

Finally,  it  all  came  out ;  how  the  treas- 
ury had  been  literally  looted,  how  a  perfect 
carnival  of  corruption  had  held  sway,  and 
how  that  at  the  last,  &Iercier  was  dismiss^ 
by  Governor  Angers,  and  the  people  were 
appealed  to.  Where  was  Mr.  Laurier  i« 
this  contest  ? 

The  Toronto  Gli^  declared  Mercier 
and   his   {partners  to  be  a  set  of  thievesb 

The  London  Advertiser  said  : 

"  They  have  not  only  tolerated  and 
encouraged  extravai^ance.  but  have  profited 
by  the  corrupt  transactions  that  have 
grown  out  of  their  policy.  The  resources 
of  the  country  have  been  squandered  for 
the  benefit  of  political  favorites,  who,  in 
turn,  have  handed  over  hundreds  of  thou- 
sands of  dollars  of  the  ill-gotten  gains  to 
members  of  the  Government  to  be  distri> 
buted  in  keeping  these  men  in  power  by 
illegal  means." 

The  Woodstock  Sentinel  Review  said  : 

"The  duty  of  the  Liberals  both  in  Quebec 
ai'id  throughout  the  Dominion  is  clear] 
they  should  repudiate  and  denounce  him 
as  they  would  any  ether  boodler.  The 
Langlais  transaction  is  simply  theft,  for 
which  all  implicated  should  be  proceeded 
against  in  the  court*  " 

The  Montre"'  tViimess  and  Huntingde^ 
Gleaner,  \y  .a  Liberal  papers,  denounced 
and  repudiated  Mercier  and  all  his  works 
Where  was  Mr.  laurier  ? 

He  took  the  stump  for  his  dear  friend 
and  politic  I  ally.  He  addressed  a  meet- 
ing in  his  fj.vor  at  St.  Sauveur,  he  wrote  re- 
grets at  being  unable  to  be  present  at   the 
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ICacder  meeting  at  St  Rocha,  aod  called 
loudly  on  his  followers  to  elect  Mr.  Mercier 
•gais  to  power. 

So  shameless  was  this  open  support  of 
the  worst  political  corruption  ever  known 
in  modern  political  history  that  so  staunch 
a  Lit>eral  paper  as  the  Huntingdon  GUatur 
was  moved  to  declare. 

"  The  doubt  is  whether  it  is  not  requisite 
\aX.  Mr.  Laurier  should  be  similarly  dealt 
Stb.  His  intimacy  with  Mercier,  his  asso- 
tiation  with  him  in  his  plans  to  bring  about 
Jhe  Provincial  autonomy  and  obtain  an  in- 
crease in  the  Dominion  subsidy,  closely 
identify  him  with  the  boodle  chieftain,  so 
that  it  is  difBcult  to  see  how  the  Liberal 
party  can  clear  itself  of  all  responsibility  for 
Mercieiism  without  deposins;  Laurier  as  its 
leader.  Hit  advice  at  St  Sauveur  last  week 
convicts  him  as  one  implicated  with  the 
'Nationalists.  Condemning  in  sweeping 
terms  those  political  crimes  which  have 
come  to  be  known  as  boodleism,  he  yet 
urged  his  bearers  to  re-elect  the  Quebec 
boodlers.     What  he  denounces  hand." 

The  investigation  into  Mr.  Mercier's  cor- 
rupt administration  directly  implicated  Mr. 
Laurier  and  his  party. 

Pacaud  was  Mr.  Laurier's  organizer  in 
Quebec  He  was  allowed  by  Mercier  to 
steal  $100,000  out  of  the  Bay  de  Chaleur 
subsidies,  and  he  used  these  moneys,  or  a 
part  of  them,  to  pay  election  expenses,  and, 
as  Tarte  says,  "to  assist  my  friend  Laurier 
to  carry  a  majority  of  seats  in  Quebec" 

Mr.  Laurier  has  never  asked  his  party 
to  recoup  these  stolen  moneys,  nor  has  he 
to  this  hour  recorded  any  denunciation  of 
the  flagrant  and  horrible  corruptionin  which 
Mercier  and  his  friends  were  found  guilty. 

Does  his  connection  with  Mr.  Mercier 
and  his  corruption  point  to  him  as  a  safe 
and  pure  leader  ? 

(4)  Mr.  Laurier  and  His  Present 
Associates. 

To-day,  who  are  Mr.  Laurier's  political 
associates  and  confidants  in  Quebec  ?  His 
organizer  is  J.  Israel  Tarte,  his  chief 
counseiler  is  Mr.  Langelier,  his  intimate 
editorial  apologist  and  defendant  is  the 
notorious  Pacaud,  bis  pet  representative  is 
the  fragrant  Hon.  "  Jimmy  *  McShane,  and 
his  entourage  is  the  "  old  gang "  which 
thrived  and  fattened  on  the  Mercier  cojrup- 
tion,  and  which.  La  Patrie  says,  "with  ladles 
ready,"  now  "smell  the  soup"  at  Ottawa, 
and  are  eager  and  hungry  for  thefeed  they 
expect  when  their  leaders  "take  the  reins." 

In  1886,  Messrs.  Fielding  and  Longley 
headed  a  crusade  to  take  Nova  Scotia  and, 
if  Mssible,  New  Brunswick  and  Prince 
Immum)  liUnd  ako^    out  of  the    union. 


The  watchwords  wera  givta  by  Mi.  Fidid* 
ing,  who  said  : 

•The  interest  of  Nova  Scotia,  New 
Brunswick  and  Prince  Edward  Island  are 
alike  in  this  matter.  All  these  Prcrvinces 
have  been  sacrificed  in  the  Confederatioa 
The  people  are  in  earnest  in  this  matter 
and  the  politician  who  fiiils  to  keep  faith 
with  them  will  have  reason  to  regret  that 
he  has  come  fo»^ward  to  take  part  in  *h© 
agitation."  ,.,, 

By  Mr-  Longiey,  who  said  : 

"I  stand  here  a  repealer.  It  is  warring 
against  every  element  of  geography  to  at- 
tempt to  establish  any  consolidated  oaiiop* 
ality  under  our  present  Union."  ,.     ''^\/,: 

"  No  Canadian  party  can  have  our  sym- 
pathy." "  The  repeal  movement  is  a 
revolt  against  the  Dominion  of  Canada. 
The  most  honest  and  just  Government  at 
Ottawa  could  not  reconcile  this  Province 
to  Confederation.  Repeal  has  sprung  from 
the  British  North  America  Act." 

And  by  the  party  press,  which  declared  : 

•'By  the  election  of  June,  1886,  the 
Liberal  party  of  Nova  Scotia  has  cut  itself 
adrift  from  the  Canadian  party  of  the  same 
name,  and  pledged  itself  first  and  foremost 
to  seek  separation  from  Canada.  It  is  high 
time  that  certain  Liberals  as  well  as  Tories 
understood  this.  The  cry  is  Nova  Scotians 
versus  Canadians." 

If  successful,  they  would  have  absolutely 
broken  up  Confederation,  and  the  sure  re- 
sult would  have  been  the  absorption  of  the 
various  provinces  into  the  United  States. 
Mr.  Davies,  Mr.  Laurier's  Maritime 
province  lieutenant,  persistently  laments 
Confederation.  He  declared  lately  at 
Ottawa  : — 

"And  not  any  Province  of  the  three  has 
reached  forward  to  a  measurable  distance 
of  that  prosperity  which  was  predicted  and 
hoped  for  when  we  unfortunately  joined 
this  Confederation." 

Then,  and  to  this  day  Mr.  Laurier  has 
been  the  bosom  friend  of  these  gentlemen, 
has  found  nn  voice  to  rebuke  the  open  at- 
tempt mad(  10  dismember  Canada,  and 
was  and  is  tlioir  apologist  and  political  ally. 

If  he  gains  power  these  men  will  help  to 
form  his  Ministry  and  govern  Canada. 
They  have  never  abjured  the  sentiments 
e-vpressed  by  them. 

Are  these  facts  or  not  ?  Search  and  see. 
If  they  are,  do  they  form  reasons  for  mak- 
ing the  Liberal  leader  the  ruler  of  th« 
destinies  of  Canada  ? 

(5)  Mr.  Laurier  and  His  Public  Poli- 
cies and  Principles. 

The  one  thing  above  all  else  that  Canada 
demands  in  a  leader  is  conviction  on  lines 
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of  large   public   policy^— well  bated  and 
firmly  adhered  to. 

HAS   MR.  LAURfER  ANY  ? 

He  used  to  wax  eloouent  on  the  principle 
of  non-interference  as  between  Provincial 
and  Federal  politics.  The  Local  Govem- 
,^,  inent  should  not  interfere  in  Dominion  con- 
tests, the  Dominion  Government  should 
not  interfere  in  local  contests — the  parties 
yv.;, :;       v^hould  be  kept  absolutely  apart.        .'t'-- . 

HOW  NOW  ? 

He  himself  made  a  compact'with  Mercier 
^^'by  which  he  and  his  followers  took  the 
stump  for  Mercier,  and  m  return  Mercier 
and  his  whole  force  took  the  stump  foi  Mr. 
.''•;■  Laurier  and  agarnst  the  Dominion  Govern- 
ment. He  himself  calls  upon  Greenway  of 
Manitoba,  Mowat  of  Ontario,  Blair  of  New 
Brunswick,  Fielding  of  Nova  Scotia  and 
Peters  of  P.  E.  Island  to  address  his  meet- 
ing?, and  to  set  all  the  machinery  of  their 
local  patronage  at  work  to  secure  the  defeat 
of  the  Federal  Government  and  the  success 
of  his  own  party. 

In  Quebec,  however,  he  said,  as  late  as 
1892  : 

••Nor  did  he  speak  as  the  leader  of  the 
Liberal  party  in  Canada,  but  only  as  a 
private  citizen,  it  being  his  policy  olttimes 
expressed  to  separate  Federal  from 
Provincial  matters." 

His  tongue  utters  one  thing,  his  hands 
do  quite  the  different  thing.  What  has  be- 
come of  his  principles  in  this  respect  ? 
Had  he  any  ?     Has  he  any  ? 

More  than  in  any  other  respect  a  coun- 
try detnands  a  settled  line  of  policy  in  trade 
and  fiscal  matters.  Trade  and  industries 
group  themselves  about  the  policy  of  a 
country,  and  vast  interests  grow  up  >  de- 
pendent upon  its  continuity.  Change  un- 
settles all;  frequent  change  utterly  demoral- 
izes the  foundations  and  operations  of 
commerce. 

In  trade  policy  convictions  are  necessary 
: :  »— well  based  convictions — convictions 
;:•.  firmly  adhered  to. 

■•■>f  ?^>:^^;r.^'-"  Mr.  Laurier's  Shifts. 

What  about  Mr.  Laurier's  trade  policies? 
v^  ,■;■;       I.  He  has  been  an  avowed  protectionist. 
'''     In  1876  he  said  in  the  House  of  Commons  : 
"  What  my  Honorable  friend  has   said 
.,    w  to  my  protection  proclivities,  is  perfectly 
■  {.ritrue.       I  do  not  deny  that  I  have  been  a 
i'i!^,;  protectionist,  which  I  am  still.       It  is  as- 
serted by  many  and  assumed   by   others, 
that    Free   Trade   is  a  Liberal   principle, 
and  protection  a  Conservative  principle.     I 
beg  to   dissent  from  this   doctrine.     If  T 
were  in  Great  Britain,  I  would  avow  Free 


Trade,  but  I  urA  a  Canadian,  and  I  tbirk 
wc  require  protection." 

3.  He  has  been  an  out  and  §ut  Cvmmtrn 
cial  Umonist. 
In  Toronto,  in  September,  1889,  he  said  t 
"The  policy  which  we  advocate,  whicli 
we  still  continue  to  advoratt,  .'s  the  removal 
of  all  commercial  barriers  between  tbia 
country  and  the  g'eat  kindred  nation  to 
the  south.  The  Liberal  party,  as  long  as  I 
have  anything  to  do  with  it,  will  remain 
true  to  the  cause  until  the  cause  is  success^ 
ful.  I  do  not  expect  to  win  in  a  day, 
but  I  am  prepared  to  remain  in  the  cool 
shades  of  opposition  until  this  cause  is 
triumphed." 

3.  He  has  keen  m  Continental  Frtt 
Trader.  ^v   ,  >., 

Here  is  his  declaration  : — 

"The  Liberal  party  will  never  cease  the 
agitation  until  they  have  finally  triumphed 
and  obtained  continental  freedom  of  trade." 
"We  will  not  be  drawn  away  by  this  issue 
or  that  issue,  and  keeping  our  eyes  on  the 
goal,  will  work  till  we  accomplish  our  end." 
"If  the  Reformers  of  these  days  can  ac 
complish  what  they  have  in  view — tbe 
great  principle  of  free  trade  in  America— 
they  will  have  done  to  their  country  and 
to  the  British  race  a  service  of  which  they 
will  have  reason  to  be  proud." 

4.  He  has  been  an  out  and  out  disdph  ' 
of  Unrestricted  Reciprocity. 

In  1 89 1  he  said  :  "When  the  Liberal 
party  comes  into  power  it  will  send  com« 
missioners  to  Washington  to  propose  a 
mutual  agreement,  by  which  there  will  be 
Free  Trade  along  the  whole  line,  doing 
away  with  restrictions  and  removing  the 
Customs  Houses  that  go  so  far  to  cause 
friction  between  the  two  countries." 

5.  He  has  ban  an  equally  ardent  disd^ 
of  Restricted  Reciprocity.  ,. 

In  1894  he  said  :  "If  we  come  to  power, 
on  that  day,  I  promise  you,  a  commission 
will  go  to  Washington,  and  if  we  can  get  a 
Treaty  in  natural  products  and  a  list  of  man- 
ufactured articles  that  Treaty  will  be  made." 

'The  policy  of  the  Liberal  party  is  to 
give  you  a  market  with  sixty-five  milUoni 
of  British  men  upon  this  continent." 

6.  He  is  iioic  out  for  Free  Tradi  Of  U 
exists  in  Great  Britain. 

In  1895  he  said  in  Montreal:  "The 
Liberal  parly  believe  in  Free  Trade  on 
broad  lines,  such  as  exists  in  Great  Britain! 
and  upon  that  platform,  exemplified  as  I 
have  told  you,  the  Liberal  party  will  fight 
its  next  battle." 

Here  is  wonderful  versatility  I  For  many 
years  a  Protectionist,  he  at  last  cuts  loose 
the  safe  moorings,  and  behold,  ia  leia 
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six  years,  as  leader  of  a  great  party,  posing 
as  a  statesman,  and  asking  business  Canada 
to  entrust  its  immense  commercial  imerests 
to  his  charge,  he  has  propounded  six  utterly 
inconsistent  and  different  basic  principles  of 
tahlT  and  trade  legislation. 

Can  anything  be  more  ridiculous  ?  What 
do  business  men  think  of  it  ?  As  a  gyra- 
ting tariff  weathercock,  excellent !  But  as 
a  political  economist  and  statesman  in  a 
business  country,  absurd  ! 

The  truth  is  that  Mr.  Laurier  knows 
nothing  of  business  and  economic  trade 
principles.  He  strains  after  catch  cries, 
tries  one,  finds  it  does  not  work,  tries  an- 
other and  so  on  and  so  forth. 

Surely  our  bankers,  our  shippers,  our 
traders,  our  manufacturers,  or  agricultural- 
ists and  artisans  want  a  man  of  convictions, 
'not  of  fanciful  theories. 

Mr.  Laurier  and  the  Manitoba 
Schools. 

1.  He  attacked  the  Government  for 
delay. 

The  minority  he  declared  was  suffering 
an  injustice — an  outrageous  injustice.  The 
Government  should  act  at  once ;  the  Act 
of  1890  should  be  disallowed.  Delay  was 
insufferable ;  the  Government  was  cen- 
surable therefor. 

2.  He  attacked  the  Government  for 
Insincerity. 

Why  go  to  the  courts,  he  asked.  It  was 
merely  a  pretext  for  doing  nothing,  'i'he 
question  is  one  of  fact,  not  of  law.  The 
Goverrmient  is  cowardly,  it  dares  not  act,  it 
shelters  itself  behind  the  tribunals;  mean- 
while injustice  remains  and  Confederation 
is  imperiled. 

3.  In  the  session  of  1895  he  attacked 
the  Government  for  not  bringing  in  a  bill. 

You  have  the  decisions  oi  Vnc  courts, 
he  3s.id;  your  power*  are  known,  the 
grievance  is  aSirniftd  where  is  youf  bill  ? 
You  dare  not  bring  it,  you  are  «tUl  m- 
sincere,  mnA,  svk%%  a  moie,  cusvdt.-:ily. 

4.  is  the  autumn  of  1S95  he  demanded 
a  commljMion  of  eni^girv. 

We  don'i  kaow  t&e  facts,  be  declared. 


We  are  ignorant.  Full  five  years  hare  Atd 
it£  light  on  *!.e  question, s*i!l  our  knowledge 
is  inadequate.  Give  a  commission,  and  let 
them  inquire  into  the  forts.  True,  I  have 
always  been  against  delay  ;  true,  the  com- 
mission will  cause  more  delay ;  no  matter,  I 
will  eat  my  words,  but  now  I  plant  myself 
squarely  on  the  platform  of  further  delay 
and  a  commission. 

(5)  In  the  beginning  of  the  session  of 
1896  he  wants  the  bill.  Where  is  the  bill  ? 
he  demands.  We  don't  want  estimates,  we 
don't  want  general  business,  we  want  the 
bill.  Is  the  govei  nment  still  cowardly  and 
insincere  ?     If  not,  let  us  have  the  bill. 

(6.)  And  now  he  wants  neither  the  bill 
nor  a  commission. 

The  bill  came  down.  Mr.  Laurier  rose 
to  speak  upon  it,  and  behold  !  This  man 
who  for  years  had  the  denounced 
government  for  delay,  for  cowardice, 
for  insincerity,  wl.o  had  demanded 
justice,  a  commission,  and  the  bill 
suddenly  turned  round — repudiated  his 
commission  of  enquiry  business,  and 
proposed  to  kill  the  bill  by  moving  the  six 
months'  hoist.  Could  anyone  more  com- 
pletely swallow  himself.' 

But  a  lar^e  number  of  his  followers  re- 
fused to  follow  him.  He  had  led  them  to 
demand  justice  to  the  minority  and  a  bill. 
When  he  was  ready  to  turn,  they  were 
committed  to  remedial  legislation.  Within 
two  weeks  the  house  and  country  wit- 
nessed the  unique  spectacle  of — 

(a)  Mr.  McCarthy  leading  a  little  band 
of  obstructionists  and  the  Protestant  section 
of  the  Liberal  party  in  a  crusade  against 
remedial  legisKiiion. 

(Ij)  J'lie  Caih-.iic  section  of  the  I  iberal 
party  broken  loose  fiom  tlieir  par':y  and 
their  former  leader,  and  reiusmg  to  follow 
Ml.  McCarthy. 

i«)  rh«-  Liberal  leader — limp  and  nerv» 
1cj»— -waijdtriiig  discoui-'lirely  amohg  :ae 
tojvpii  )(j  rwhi  of  bj»  hopes— a  leadei  wiul- 
out  a  K.'ilowing.  troit-ng  a'cng  at  the  heels 
of  :^li.  AicCa.ihy  and  his  obstructionists. 

What  a  leader  I    What  a  lacticlas  i 
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